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What is this but 


RACISM? 


(See page 14) 


DON’T 
MAKE 


THIS 
MISTAKE 


If you are thinking of — 
marrying out, 


think again! 
DO YOU REALISE? 


* That 70% of all Intermarriages 
end in divorce and that many of 
those that do stick together are 
filled with unhappiness. 


* That children of such marriages 
grow up with the confusion of 
a divided outlook. 


* That intermarriage is a grave 
Biblical sin. | 


Before you rush headlong into Intermarriage — you certainly 
owe it to yourself — to consider very carefully what will happen 
to your children. For after all loving and devoted children are the 
satisfying rewards of a successful marriage. Do you realise that 
the most confused and perplexed children of our age, are those 
born out of intermarriage. At one set of grandparents they will 
see a Menorah and atthe other an Xmas tree. How will your 
children feel when their schoolfriends ask them what they are? 
How will you feel when your children will accuse you of marrying 
out and therefore ruining their lives? Before guilt and remorse set 
in you should consider all aspects of the situation. Please 
remember also — the Millions of heroic Jewish Martyrs who 
have given even their very lives — in order that you and your 
children should remain Jewish. Dare you insult their eternal 
memory by marrying out of the faith. For by doing so you will be 
instrumental in destroying our beloved Jewish people. 


LOSE NO TIME — FIND THE TRUTH — WRITE 
NOW FOR OUR FREE IN DEPTH STUDY 
“REMAIN JEWISH” 


THE CHOFETZ CHAYIM FOUNDATION 
84 AMHURST PARK, LONDON N16. 
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Nationalist Co 


Mrs. Thatcher and Europe 


Last month, Mrs. Thatcher sent a ripple 
over the calm waters of European integration 
when she launched a public attack on an 
EEC official who had spoken approvingly of 
the gradual transition towards institutions of 


European super-government. Our Prime 
Minister declared, with apparent firmness, 
that that was not the way she saw the 
European process developing and that she did 
not envisage that, within her lifetime, the 
European nations and their governments 
would ever be subordinated to any supra- 
national authority. 

It was noticeable how, in the days follow- 
ing, a number of newspapers that are 
normally the Prime Minister’s strongest 
Supporters took her to task over this attitude 
and affirmed that a European super-state was 
indeed the objective towards the EEC was 
heading. 

Rather ironically, we find ourselves in a 
position of agreeing with these newspapers — 
not of course in their endorsement of a 
European super-government but in their 
declaration that such a super-government is in 
fact the goal of the European Community and 
the only logical one for that Community to 
pursue, given the principles upon which it 
was founded and given the direction in which 
it has been developing for the past 30 years. 

For none of the present EEC rules or instit- 


advertised. 


_ judgement require such alteration to be made. 
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` utions makes sense by any other yardstick. If 


national economies are to be progressively 
integrated, as they have been in Europe; if 
trade barriers between the nations concerned 
are' to come down; if economic, social and 
other policies put into effect by national 
governments within Europe must bear the 
stamp of EEC approval for them to be valid in 
law; if there is to be a European Parliament to 
which members are elected directly by 
constituents in each country, as is now the 
case; if the development. of national 
economies, or parts thereof, is to proceed in 
accordance with central planning by a 
European bureaucracy, with farms in each 
country told how many potatoes or apples 
they may grow, how much milk they will 
produce and how many cattle they will keep 
— if all these things are accepted policy, it is 
difficult to see how such policy can be 
effectively carried out other than by the 
setting up of a super-government that will rule 
over all. Likewise, if the prevailing spirit and 
ethos of our times is to be a European inter- 
nationalism rather than a British, French or 
German nationalism, this must lead 
eventually to institutions of government that 
will symbolise and give effect to such an 
internationalist goal. 

For the past 20-odd years many people in 
Britain have been burying their heads in the 
sand over this matter, supporting the moves to 
integrate British economic policy ever more 
closely with the EEC yet deluding themselves 
that this process would not lead to eventual 
political integration and the placing of our 
own national parliament in a position of being 
little better than a county council. For the 
same number of years, this magazine and 
other allied nationalist publications have been 
trying to warn these people that one was 
bound to lead to the other, and that the powers 
that have made all the running, and called all 
the shots, in the process of integrating the 
economies of the European nations would not 
be satisfied with the achievement of that 
objective alone but would be determined to 
pursue the process yet further and demand, 
and get, an eventual European super-state. 

The ‘moderate’ Common Marketeers — 
those who favour going so far towards 
European integration but no further — are 


MRS. THATCHER 

Seen here with former French Premier 

Chirac, her record is one of being a 

dedicated ‘European’, even if at times she 

has argued over the means to the fulfilment 
of the European dream 


like people who have jumped on a train whose 
general route they approve, hoping that they 
will be able to pull the communication cord at 
the point at which they would like the train to 
stop and allow them to get off; but they have, 
if readers will excuse the pun, been taken fora 
ride. Contrary to what they have believed, 
there is no communication cord by which they 
can stop the train at their intended point of 
disembarkation; the train is fully under the 
control of those driving it, and they intend to 
take it the full distance, at the end of waich 
lies a single European state under a single 
government, with sovereignty in the hands of 
that government and no longer in the hands of 
Europe’s traditional and historic nation- 
states. 

Many of the people who have spoken of 
stopping the train before it arrives at this 
ultimate destination are of course nothing 
more than foolish and naive. They have little 
comprehension of the true nature of the 
dominant forces at work in our modern world 
and cannot perceive the master plan for the 
destruction of nations. They believe, with the 


- credulity of children, the daily fare doled out 


them by the mass media and the soothing 
speeches of their political leaders. 

But others, who speak the same language 
— that of endorsing a strictly limited 
development of the European idea but 
opposing the concept of a European super- 
state — talk merely to deceive. They know 
that the mass of the British electorate are not 
prepared to surrender national independence 
and sovereignty — not yet at least. They 
therefore decline to play all their political 
cards: they work, under the surface, to bring 
about total European integration, while they 
speak publicly only of European co-operation 
in the economic field. 

Which leads to the question: to which 
category does Mrs. Thatcher belong? Is she 
merely one whose sole crime is naivety, not 
understanding the ultimate objectives to 
which the EEC is dedicated? Or is she one of 
those who does understand those objectives 
but thinks that it is not yet opportune to 
support them openly, and that therefore it is 


necessary to maintain a pretence of defending 
British sovereignty? 

We cannot know for certain, but we must 
say that the proposition that the Prime 
Minister is merely an innocent fool is a 
difficult one to sustain. Nothing in her 
dramatically successful political career gives 
any evidence of this. Let us remember that in 
the past — the late 1970s, to be exact — Mrs. 
Thatcher was assuring us that the flood of 
coloured immigrants into this country had 
stopped and that her government was thence- 
forth resolutely determined to defend the 
national borders against any further large- 
scale influx. We all know what has happened 
in the years since. 

We should also bear in mind that only 
a short time ago the European Communities 
(Amendments) Bill was passed through 
parliament, which bill gave sanction to 
European law in many sectors superseding 
British law. This bill encountered no oppos- 
ition from Mrs. Thatcher, otherwise we most 
certainly would have heard of it. | 

The evidence therefore seems overwhelm- 
ing — that the Prime Minister is not herself 
basically opposed to the full European 
integration to which the EEC is committed, 
but merely differs with certain other Euro- 
enthusiasts in the matter of how frank 
politicians should be with their public on this 
question. Mrs. Thatcher thinks, in other 
words, that it is premature to talk openly and 
honestly about where the EEC is leading — 
since, apparently, a great deal more mass- 
brainwashing has to be undertaken before the 
public in Britain is ready to embrace the 
proposition that the national freedom for 
which their ancestors have fought for 
centuries should be thrown away. 

That, at any rate, is what we believe to be 
the most probable explanation of Maggie’s 
present stance on Europe. 


The big royal soap 


Our masters of the mass media believe, as 
we well know, that the common people 
Should not be encouraged to interest 
themselves too deeply in the really important 
things that are currently happening in this 
world, otherwise some of them might start to 
ask some uncomfortable questions about such 
matters and perhaps manifest a rebelliousness 
that would create difficulties for those who 
have. taken upon themselves the divinely- 
appointed prerogative of ordering mankind’s 
affairs. It is convenient, therefore, that this 
mass of people should be entertained 
constantly with amusements and diversions 
designed to keep their minds, as far as 
possible, off matters of real moment. 

Taking perhaps pride of place among these 
amusements and diversions is the daily 
pantomime of royalty, with its regular 
weddings, births, polo matches, ski holidays, 
summer dresses and evenings at home. All 
these offer a little fantasy world into which 
millions can escape as compensation for the 
drab and unpromising lives which so many 
are doomed to lead. It also, we suspect, 
provides an image of national stability in 
times when everything of solidity and 
substance is becoming increasingly unstable. 
Politicians and governments may come and 
go, so the performance seems to say, but the 
Royal Family carries on! 

For those many lacking the mental equip- 


ment to concentrate their minds on the 
profound and the serious, at least for more 
than five minutes at a time, last month 
provided perfect solace. A royal birth was on 
the way. For some weeks up till the scheduled 
event many organs of the mass media had 
spoken about little else, chronicling ‘Fergie’ 
in her. progressive stages. of pregnancy, 
raising the alarm when on one occasion she 
was in a car which experienced a minor road 
accident, and building things up to a dramatic 
climax when, on the 8th August, the 
promised babe arrived. 

The morning papers on the day following 
duly did their bit in making the event one 
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PRINCESS ‘FERGIE’ 
A convenient diversion 


which upstaged all others in the magnitude of 
its importance. Today, for instance, devoted 
the first three of its pages, and two further 
ones inside, to the arrival of the new princess. 
The Star was slightly less extravagant, only 
giving one later page to the story in addition to 
the same first three. The Sun, however, went 
even one better, giving no less than four 
centre pages in addition to the three earlier 
ones. The Daily Mirror gave six 
in total, including the first three, as with the 
others. The Daily Mail gave six out of the 
first seven pages, the other page featuring an 
advertisement, while the Daily Express was 
slightly more sober in its coverage of the 
event, just giving the first three pages and no 
more. The more snooty dailies went 
somewhat less hysterical, and The 
Independent seemingly had not heard the 
news at all! 

We do not wish to begrudge the Duke and 
Duchess of York their happiness at the arrival 
of their first born, nor do we suggest that this 
event was one which should pass with no 
comment in the daily press. We venture to 
suggest, however, that the space and 
prominence given to the royal birth were quite 
ludicrous when measured against the fact that 
the new princess, when she grows up, is 


unlikely ever to play any significant role in’ 


the conduct of national affairs — and when 
we know that other happenings of consider- 
ably greater significance are taking place with 
scarcely a peep in the papers about them. 


How many people, for instance, are aware 


that in the West Midlands a black urban 
guerilla group has emerged, taking to itself 
the title of the ‘Black Liberation Front’, and, 
just to show that it means business, has 
already placed bombs in a number of public 
places, including the precincts of a Wolver- 
hamton police station. This group could well 
contain all the incipient ingredients of another 
IRA, but from what we have heard in the 
media — excluding the odd report in local 
papers in the Midlands — it would not seem 
as if it existed! 

This all leads us to another thought: would 
the mass media drool over today’s royalty as 
they do — were that royalty not to have 
become a completely willing and compliant 
tool in the hands of those forces working to 
destroy what is left of British nationhood and 
usher in the brave new world order of inter- 
nationalism and multi-racialism that is the 
established faith of our times? The media, as 
we know, can turn. very nasty against a 
member of the Royal Family who does not 
gladly toe the ‘official’ line — as witness their 
spite and viciousness against the late Duke of 


.Windsor. But all of the present generation, it 


seems, qualify for the ‘goody’ treatment 
precisely because they fail utterly to protest or 
rebel against anything, and fit with perfect 
Snugness into the neat little role of public 
Ornaments (and no more) that the establish- 
ment has designed for them, while some of 
them — such as the present Prince of Wales 
— are prepared to go even further and act as 


‘leading promotors of the multi-racial Britain 


that has become the ruling dogma. 

We are not against the monarchy; on the 
contrary, we believe that there are a number 
of very practical reasons why it should be 
retained. We cannot, however, feel anything 
other than nausea at the way in which the 
present Royal Family is droolingly treated by 


‘the press and broadcasting services, when 


their actual value to the nation, in terms what 
they in fact do, must seriously be called into 
question. 


Politeness — 


or something else? 


A recent report in The Daily Mail told us 
that a survey had been carried out to see which 
was the politest town in Britain, and that 
Norwich had won the first prize in this regard. 

A reporter had come to this conclusion by 
going to the city and being as deliberately 
rude as possible to everyone he encountered. . 
It was their good humour and pleasantness in 
response that convinced him that the city must 
be tops in this contest of civility. 

In one instance the reporter jumped a queue 
for a bus, just to see what people’s reaction 
would be. ‘‘You’re in a hurry,’’ said one of 
them. “Please go first.”’ 

It would be agreeable to think that all this 
was just down to people’s basic ‘niceness’, 
but a lingering doubt remains. Is there not 
some limit to which niceness and politeness 
should go? Should people allow themselves 
to be treated as doormats without, at some 
point, reacting angrily? This editor’s 
customary reponse to those who stride to the 
front of queues is to tell them curtly to get to 
the back where they belong. Perhaps in fact 
what the reporter in question sees as ‘polite- 
ness’ is just an unwarranted docility.-Perhaps 
this is one`of the big troubles with us British 
today. We will put up with anything. 
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THE IRISH PROBLEM 
IN CONTEXT 


IRA terrorism, says IVOR BENSON, is being carried out in 
the name of an Irish ‘nation’ that, in effective terms, does 


not exist 


This is a reproduction of two articles first 
published in the November/December 
1987 and April 1988 issues of BEHIND 
THE NEWS, obtainable from: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. 


THE NEWS that made big headlines in 
Britain this month (November 1987) was 
the Remembrance Day bombing at Ennis- 
killen, Northern Ireland, that killed 11 
people, including several children. 

There was universal condemnation of the 
deed; and even the IRA, who admitted having 
placed the bomb, tried to escape full blame by 
arguing that it was British Army electronic 
interference which actually triggered the 
explosion, implying that it was not intended 
to kill and injure so many. 

The deed was deplored by all, but not so the 
aim behind the deed: the incorporation of 
- Ulster into a united Irish Republic. How 
could it have been otherwise when the constit- 
ution of the Republic continues to enshrine 
the ideal of a ‘United Ireland’? Indeed, it is an 
ideal supported almost unanimously by the 
Irish everywhere — in Ireland, the United 
Kingdom and by their descendants in the 
United States to the third and fourth gener- 
‘ation. | 

There is, therefore, every reason to believe 
that the killing, maiming and destruction will 
continue, possibly on a greater scale than 
ever. A crazier and more confused state of 
affairs it would be hard to imagine, brilliantly 
clear and perfectly intelligible in its parts, as 

-when that bomb went off opposite the war 
memorial at Enniskillen — everyone knows 
what that means — but in its totality a tangle 
of conflicting interests and passions offering 
no possibility of being resolved. 

In any complex situation, as the Chinese 
Savants were saying millenia ago, the 
meaning of the part is to be found only in the 
whole to which it belongs; the Irish problem 
has very many parts, but is itself only part of a 
much bigger picture of an unprecedented age 
of conflict and tragedy. 

We shall at least have a better idea of the 
kind of problemn: we are trying to solve if we 
can acknowledge, without further debate, 
that we all live today in a vast world of lies 
generated by power politics in which warfare 
of the kind we can all understand has been 
largely replaced by a warfare on the battle- 
ground of the mind which very few can 
understand. It has been virtually impossible 
for the whole truth to emerge as common 
property because too many of those involved 
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have a vested interest in keeping it under 
wraps, a vested interest reinforced in many 
cases with a firm belief that the truth could do 
more harm than good. 


BEHIND THE SCENE 


All we necd concern ourselves with at this 
moment is that small segment of truth which 
sooner or later, because it will not go away, 
will completely transform the situation in 
Northern Ireland: the simple and incontrov- 
ertible fact that what the IRA are fighting for 
in Ulster has been rendered completely 
meaningless by what has happened behind 
their backs inside the Republic of Ireland. | 

More precisely, a sovereign and indepen- 
dent Republic of Ireland is today pure make- 
believe. All the politicians at the top, plus 
some of the top bureaucrats, must know this. 
‘That is why the British Government would 


Cheerfully surrender Ulster to the Republic of 


Ireland. Mrs. Thatcher would not dare say so, 
but Ulster’s loyalists know it, and at once 
recognised the recent Anglo-Irish Agreement 
as a further step in that direction. And Mrs. 
Thatcher would have no conscientious 
misgivings about doing it because she knows 
that for all practical purposes the Republic of 
Ireland is still a part of the United 
Kingdom. 

What many people outside Ireland do not 
know, but every Irishman knows full well, is 
that for all purposes that really matter there 
are no boundaries between the United 
Kingdom and Eire, no immigration control 


DEATH AND DESTRUCTION IN THE CAUSE OF NO 


and very little customs control. Not only are 
the Irish permitted to enter Britain without 
permits, but are immediately placed on public 
assistance if they need it, and can even 


register for the vote in British elections. And 


since an Irish passport, for all purposes of 
residence and travel, is exactly the same as a 
British passport, Ireland’s Department of 
Population Registration can be regarded as a 
mere branch of the British Home Office. 

The anomalies that arise are then 
studiously disregarded by media and 
politicians, as when criminal proceedings 
were taken by the British Government 
recently against a clerk at the Irish Embassy in 
London accused of selling Irish passports to 
wealthy Asians; it emerged that the Irish had 
not even been asked to waive diplomatic 
immunity. 

It would seem, therefore, that the main 
purpose served by the parliament in Dublin, 
with its warring factions of Irish Nationalism, 


is to sustain the illusion that the Republic of 


Ireland is a sovereign and independent nation, 
an instrument of the will and destiny of the 
Irish people. What powers it does have are, in 
fact, hardly distinguishable from such as are 
exercised within the United Kingdom by 
Scotland and Wales. 


‘CONFUSION IS A WEAPON’ 


Now let us look at the Irish situation in the 
context of that much bigger political and 
historical picture to which it belongs, a 

Contd. on next page 
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The scene just after a recent bombing in Lisburn, Northern Ireland 


picture that includes the whole of the United 
Kingdom and much else. What a different 
view we now get of the Irish situation! 

British hegemony no longer means what it 
used to mean. There was a time when it meant 
English hegemony, no more and no less. But 
what can it mean when Britain itself has 
ceased to be a sovereign and independent 
nation? Is there then any difference except 
one of degree between the two talking shops, 
the one in Dublin and the other in London? Is 
the House of Commons any less of a piece of 
political stage furniture than the Dail? 

At the recent annual conference of 
Britain’s Conservative Party there were more 
than a hundred resolutions from party 
branches on the subject of law and order, 
more than thirty of them demanding restor- 
ation of the death penalty. There can be no 
doubt that those resolutions reflect what the 
great majority of the people of Britain feel and 
think about their country’s rapidly worsening 
crime situation. So why cannot the people of 
Britain get what they so obviously want? 

The answer is one that Home Secretary 
Douglas Hurd would not have dared to utter 
and of which the hundreds of delegates would 
have had no inkling: the British — their 
leaders, rather — have surrendered what has 
always and everywhere been recognised as 
the first and most important responsibility of 
any government, that of maintaining law and 
order. Under the terms of thr Treaty of Rome 
and enabling legislation passed by the House 
of Commons (European Communities Act of 
1972), ‘Community Law’, which outlaws 
capital punishment and corporal punishment, 


Supersedes any antecedent national law: 


dealing with crime and punishment. 

Much else of national sovereignty has been 
surrendered by the governments of Britain 
and Ireland in exchange for the supposed 
benefits of membership of the European 
Economic Community and an imagined 
‘piece of the action’ in helping to establish a 
planned ‘New International Economic Order’ 
(NIEO) — a euphemism for totalitarian world 
rule.* 


Nationalist sentiment — indeed all 
sentiment — being much stronger in Ireland 
than in Britain, Ireland’s rulers find 


themselves in a risky situation; hence the 
prolonged foot-dragging over  Britain’s 
demands for the extradition of Irishmen 
wanted for alleged terrorist offences in Ulster 
and elsewhere in the United Kingdom. 

It might even be argued that the fiery Irish 
Nationalism that continues to be burned off in 
the north might otherwise be giving sleepless 
nights to the NIEO-oriented politicians in the 
south. 


QUESTIONS FOR THE IRISH 


‘‘Are you for terrorism or against it, Mrs. 


Thatcher?’’, asks Peregrine Worsthorne in 
the London Sunday Telegraph, after the 
recent brutal killing of two British soldiers 
who had blundered into the path of a Catholic 
Irish funeral cortege in Belfast; he goes on:- 


‘Either you are for terrorism or against it, 


affirms Mrs. Thatcher, in respect of the 
BBC’s and ITN’s reluctance to hand over 
film of that funeral lynching to the RUC. 
One takes her point. There is something 
ambivelent about the media’s relationship 
with the IRA. But her own Government's 
attitude to the IRA strikes me as even more 

` ambivalent. After all, it was not the media 
which gave the IRA a virtual free hand to 
lynch those two British soldiers. No other 
terrorist organisation I can think of enjoys 
such opportunities. But the IRA does, by 
courtesy of Government policy, and one 
has yet to hear Mrs. Thatcher condemn 
herself for having allowed these funerals to 
proceed as IRA benefit performances 
without a police presence.’ 


Worsthorne’s sentiments will have been 
echoed by most of those who read his article, 
for it is the ambivalence of the British 
Government towards the IRA that most of all 
needs explaining rather than that of the 
media which, as he remarks elsewhere in his 
article, *“bears a creepy resemblance to co- 
operation.”’ 

So let us summarise Worsthorne’s 
comments and then try to find out why he is 
baffled, or rather why, when seeming to 
know, he stops short of putting it all in print. 
We quote again:- 

‘‘The funerals of IRA terrorists are not 

Christian occasions. They are the IRA’s 

favourite method for recharging the 

batteries of Republican fanaticism. Those 
macabre graveyard scenes keep the 
mythology of Irish Nationalism alive. Yet 
the Government continues to allow them; 
even seems to lean over backwards to 

facilitate them. The SAS scored a 

formidable victory over the IRA in 

Gibraltar. Up to this point, the Govern- 

ment’s implacable determination to win the 

war against terrorism is unequivocal 
enough. But then comes the volte face. 

Instead of the bodies being quickly and 

quietly buried in Gibraltar, with only their 

families present, they are flown back to 

Ulster where the IRA is allowed to lay ona 

heroes’ funeral. In God’s name, why? No 

other country treats its terrorists with such 
respect, as if they were some species of 
honoured foe.”’ 

So, why is it allowed? No answer or 
explanation is ever offered by the British 
Government. Not only were the bodies of the 
Gibraltar terrorists permitted to be returned 
for burial in Ireland, but they were even 
landed at Dublin so that the maximum of 
propaganda use could be made of them as 
they were then conveyed in slow procession 
to Belfast, with black flags or Irish flags at 
half-mast, everywhere on display en route. 

Since the killing of the two British soldiers, 
in circumstances which seem to have shocked 
many ordinary Sinn Fein supporters, there 
have been several arrests by the RUC (Royal 
Ulster Constabulary), and three men have 
already appeared in court charged with 
murder. But with neither side showing any 
signs of abandoning the bloody struggle, and 
no possibility of any kind of compromise 
settlement, the prospects could hardly be 


‘more gloomy. Indeed, it is more reasonable to 


suppose that the trouble in Ulster, with some 
of it spilling over into the British mainland (as 
in the case of the Brighton hotel bombing a 
couple of years ago, aimed at Mrs. Thatcher 
and her cabinet), will continue to increase in 
quantity and ferocity. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT 


Then there comes a sentence in 
Worsthorne’s article that offers a key to the 
great mystery: ‘‘The only real hope in the 
long run — and it will be a very long run — is 
that the Irish people’s experience of being 
part of the European community will event- 
ually dilute the intensity of their nation- 
alism.”’ 

For that comment raises a question of the 
greatest importance: Would the Catholic Irish 
want to go on killing and being killed in 
Northern Ireland and elsewhere if they knew 
that the ideal of national freedom and 
independence for which they believe they are 
fighting has long since been abandoned in the 
Republic of Ireland? 

Do the Irish know that while they try to 
wrest the province of Ulster from the grip of 
the British, all Ireland behind them and all its 
people are more dependent on Britain than 
ever before? Do they know that it is the 
socialist policies of their own government in 
Dublin which tie them ever closer to Britain? 

Do they know — or, if they do know, do 
they understand — that every year some 
50,000 young Irish people emigrate to 
Britain, augmenting the millions of Irish 
already there, all of them only too glad to 
accept the full rights of British citizenship, 
including jobs, welfare payments when out of 
work, free medical care and even the right to 
vote in British elections? Do they know and 
fully understand the fact that an Irish passport 
is virtually the same as a British passport, and 
that their own department of immigration and 
emigration is very, very little more than a 
department of the British Home Office? 

In a word, do they know that the ‘national 
independence’ they won from Britain 60 
years ago at the cost of so much suffering and 
bleeding is completely bogus? 

But, the Irish are not going to be told all this 
and helped to understand it because, in the 
context of modern power politics, there is far 
more at stake than the restoration of peace in 
Northern Ireland. | 

An editor who knows the whole truth about 
Anglo-Irish relations would also know that 
the dissemination of it by the national press, 
in all the present circumstances, would be a 
hazardous undertaking. ‘‘Do you know,” he 
would have to tell the Irish, ‘‘that instead of 
becoming a self-directed nation, custodians 
of a precious national cultural heritage, which 
is what you were promised, you and your 
country have become just another cog in the 
wheel of a mighty 20th century revolutionary 
imperialism committed to the destruction of 
the culture and identity of all the nations of the 
West?’’ And he would have to remind them 
— as if this were necessary — that all the 
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THE IRISH PROBLEM 


IN CONTEXT 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


nations of the West, including Britain, 


have been similarly denuded of their 
sovereignty and cultural identity. 

What it all comes to is that the millions who 
believe that the IRA are making martyrs and 
heroes of themselves fighting for freedom are 
being grossly deceived, victims of a form of 
psycho-political warfare they have not even 
begun to understand. 

That is a generalisation hardly applicable to 
the hard core of the IRA who, if they are to be 
judged by the results produced and their 


associations, appear to have found in the 
simple unstudied genuine patriotism of the 
Irish the perfect cover. for radical Marxist- 
Lenifist revolutionary action. _ 

This would be all of a piece with a 
cancerous ‘secular humanism’ which is 
eating into the vitals of the churches of the 
West, including the Catholic Church — 
hence, also, the weirdly restrained reaction of 
Britain’s Anglican Church to crimes of 
violence in Northern Ireland, as also to 
‘necklacing’ in South Africa. 


It all bears “ʻa creepy resemblance to co-, 


operation.” 


Postscript: The vivid television presentation 


of the unbridled mob ferocity which attended 
the funeral of the Gibraltar terrorists seems to 
have produced a greater reaction of shock in 
the public mind than even the Enniskillen 
Remembrance Day massacre last year, in 
which 11 people died and more than 60 were 
injured. Cardinal O’Connor, from his pulpit 
in St. Patrick’s Cathedral in New York, 
denounced the Belfast killers as ‘‘a blood- 
thirsty mob’’ and called on Irish-Americans 
to consider well what use might be made of 
the money they contribute to any cause. 


* NIEO: See reference in P.T. Bauer’s Equality, 
the Third World and Economic Delusion 
(Weidenfeld & Nicholson). 


THE REAL POWER BEHIND THE 
ULSTER MURDERS 


JOHN TYNDALL takes a further look at the ‘revolutionary 
imperialism’ of the 20th century 


I HAVE SEEN no finer and more percep- 
tive analysis of the realities behind the Irish 
Question than Ivor Benson’s two articles 
which we have reprinted in this issue. 
Although the articles were printed in Mr. 
Benson’s newsletter at separate times, we 
have joined them together here, as they fit 
perfectly into a single whole. 

The conventional wisdom of the day is that 
there is ‘no solution’ to the Northern Ireland 
troubles. Indeed there is not — so long as 
those troubles are seen, as current political 
orthodoxy persists in seeing them, as merely a 
conflict between two irreconcilable nation- 
alisms: the nationalism of the Catholic/ 
Republican element in Ulster and the nation- 
alism of the Protestant/Loyalist majority. But 


Mr. Benson’s two articles perfectly illustrate 


the fact that, behind these seemingly ‘nation- 
alist’ antagonisms, there are other forces at 
work whose objectives run contrary to all 
nationalism, Irish Republican or British 
Loyalist. In this context, the warring factions 
in Ulster — and particularly the Republican 
faction — can be seen as no more than pawns 
in a much bigger power game. 

Mr. Benson has rightly drawn attention to 
the fact of the Irish Republic’s heavy 
dependence on the United Kingdom in many 
different fields. He has also mentioned the 


point, observed by Peregrine Worsthorne, 


that Ireland’s absorption into the EEC may 
eventually dilute the intensity of Irish 
‘Nationalism’. What might be added to this is 
that no country in which a genuine nation- 
alism reigned would ever in the first place 
have contemplated being ensnared in such a 
thing as the European Economic Community 
— particularly if, as is the case, the political 
leaders involved in this process know very 


Page six 


well that it is the political unification of 
Europe that lies at the end of the road of all 
EEC plans and objectives. 

Mr. Benson has also pointed out that the 
IRA, whatever the sentiments of its rank and 
filė, is controlled at the top by hard-line 
Marxist/Leninists. ‘Nationalism’ is about as 
far from being a part of the Marxist/Leninist 
plan for the ordering of the world as any 
doctrine could be possibly be. Why then are 
we told that the current killing and maiming is 
being carried out in the cause of ‘nationalism’ 
when those pulling the wires behind it are 
people dedicated to a world-view that is the 
absolute antithesis of nationalism? 

And what sense is there in this, as Mr. 
Benson has suggested, if the state to which 
the IRA professes to be loyal is one which 
possesses no true national independence at 
all, either in respect of her relations with 
Britain or of those with the European 
Community? 


FURTHER CONTRADICTIONS 


Nor is the Irish Question the only one in 
which such contradictions can be seen. Over 
the past 20-30 years we have witnessed a 
marked loosening of family ties between 
Britain and those countries once popularly 
known asthe ‘Dominions’. Taking Australia 
as an example, much has been written in the 
press in recent years about what is thought to 
be a new spirit of Australian ‘nationalism’, of 
which the current Prime Minister Mr. Bob 
Hawke is portrayed as the most prominent 
exponent. Certainly, Mr. Hawke has been at 
pains to emphasise Australia’s new mood of 
‘separateness’ from what most of his 
compatriots were glad once to call the 
‘Mother Country’, and he has striven 


mightily — so far with less success than he 
would have wished for — to persuade fellow 
Australians to dispense with institutional 
symbols of their British ties, such as their 
allegiance to British Monarchy, their national 


. flag (which incorporates the Union Jack in 


one corner) and their acceptance of God Save 
the Queen as an anthem to be sung along with 
their local anthem on certain state occasions. 

There is now in Australia an influential and 
noisy lobby which supports Mr. Hawke and 
propagates his views, and backing that lobby 
up are many more here in the United 
Kingdom who are equally at pains to tell us 
that we must forget the idea that such 
countries as Australia any longer have any 
kind of ‘special relationship’ with us — for 
the same reason that ‘nationalism’ is the new 


and growing mood Down Under. 


But let us examine this Australian ‘nation- 
alism’ a little further. When we study the - 
politics of Mr. Hawke and his followers we 
find that they are ardent supporters of the - 
United Nations; that they have been only too 
pleased to welcome foreign business capital 
into Australia and allow it swallow up large 
slices of the country’s industry and natural 
resources; that they are among the world’s 
most fanatical opponents of Nationalist South 
Africa; and above all that they are the ones 
who are hell-bent on opening up Australia’s 
borders to mass non-white immigration, 
which, if not soon halted and reversed, will 
pose immense dangers to the preservation of 
Australsa’s national identity. 

All these outlooks and policies fit perfectly 
into the pattern of the dominant doctrine of 
our times, which is not nationalism but one- 
world internationalism. Such policies, in the 
context of Australia or any other country, are, 
like those of the Marxist/Leninists who 
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control the IRA, the absolute antithesis of 
nationalism, as should be evident from a 
moment’s intelligent reflection on the matter. 

And if we go a little further — in fact back 
to our own British Isles — and examine the 
ideas of both the Scottish National Party and 
Plaid Cymru, we will find that they both bear 
a pronounced leftish slant. Both are set 
resolutely against any idea that coloured 
immigrants should be prevented from settling 
in Scotland or Wales. And yet these are the 
parties that rail against ‘English’ influence in 
those parts of the Kingdom on the grounds 
that it undermines the Scottish and Welsh 
‘national identity’! 


BOGUS ‘NATIONALIST’ 
Australian Premier Bob Hawke (seen here 
with his wife) is an ardent believer in the 
‘one world’ ideology which, if put into 
practice, would destroy his country’s 
nationhood. In effect, his ‘nationalism’ is 
merely a pose, aimed at driving a wedge 
between Australia and her ethnic kinsfolk 

in Britain 


Likewise, we hear from both these parties 
much talk about Scotland and Wales wanting 


to be ‘independent’ and in control of their 


own affairs. And yet we have heard from 
neither party any loud opposition to the 
Common Market or other international 


institutions that infringe upon national 
sovereignty. 
PARADOX EXPLAINED 


What accounts for this paradox? Very 
simply, the fact that neither Irish, Scottish, 
Welsh nor Australian ‘nationalism’ is in fact a 
genuine nationalism at all; all are essentially 
bogus nationalisms promoted solely for the 
purpose of dividing the people of these lands 
from their natural kinsfolk so that they may 
thereby be more easily manipulated as 
puppets in the drive to herd the peoples of the 
world into a nationless, raceless international 
order (NIEO again!) _ 

This would also explain yet a further 
paradox, namely that both the Labour Party 
and Social and Liberal Democratic Party in 
Britain, while claiming each to abide faith- 
fully to the principle that, in a democracy, the 
majority will must prevail, totally contradict 


that very same principle in demanding that 


Northern Ireland eventually be incorporated 
into a United Irish Republic — a policy that 
the majority in Northern Ireland has made it 
clear again and again it will not accept. 

So why do these parties, which purport to 


stand by the principle of “majority rule’ — a 


principle which, for instance, they passion- 
ately favour in the context of South Africa and 
their leaders favoured equally in the context 
of what used to be Rhodesia — oppose the 
idea of majority rule in Northern Ireland? 

For in fact these parties, when switching 
from one issue to another, have done a i80- 
degree turn: from supporting ‘majority rule’, 
they now want to enforce a policy that has the 
support only of the minority in Northern 
Ireland? 

Likewise the Conservatives, while not yet 
openly proclaiming their support for handing 
over Northern Ireland to the Irish Republic, 
have nevertheless taken a decisive step in that 
direction by their imposition of the Anglo- 
Irish Agreement, which equally lacks the 
support of the majority in Ulster. 

Such paradoxes and contradictions can 
only be explained in the terms used by Mr. 
Benson: that these various movements of so- 
called ‘nationalism’ are just cogs in the wheel 
of a mighty 20th century revolutionary 
imperialism committed to the destruction of 
the culture and identity of all the nations of the 
West? 


WHY THEY WANT TO GET 
RID OF ULSTER 


This phenomenon would also serve to 
explain yet another prominent development 
affecting the situation in Ulster. This is the 
almost uniform hostility shown by the press 
and broadcasting services, and also the 
politicians of the ‘establishment’, of 
mainland Britain to the small loyalist 
community in Northern Ireland which stands 
in the way of the incorporation of the province 
into the Irish Republic. 

Just why do the high and the mighty and the 
influential this side of the Irish Sea so badly 
want to get rid of a region and a community 
which has, again and again throughout 
history, demonstrated its unswerving loyalty 
to Britain, supplied so many of Britain’s 
outstanding men of achievement and, not 
least, spilt much more than its fair share of 
blood in defence of Britain in her many wars? 

We have heard much discussion of all the 
‘official’ reasons, but, as I have hinted in a 
previous article in Spearhead, this discussion 
has always ignored the most important reason 
of all. | 

This is that the loyalist community in 
Northern Ireland, like the Afrikaner 
community in South Africa, simply does not 
‘fit into the brave new world that our inter- 
national, and internationalist, masters are 
shaping for us. 


Due partially to the strange twists of 


history, and partly also to a special quality 
and spirit in her people, Northern Ireland, like 
South Africa, contains a community almost 
insolent in its unwillingness to embrace the 


precisely 


new zeitgeist of the late 20th century. Both in 
their attitudes to politics and to religion, the 
loyalist people in Northern Ireland are 
strangely, and most inconveniently, resistant 
to everything that is meant by ‘liberalism’ — 
described aptly by James Burnham as ‘‘the 
creed of western suicide.”’ 

Even a look at ministers of the church in 
Ulster is enough to give us a clue as to the 
distinction. Unlike most of their colleagues of 
the cloth in mainland Britain, a great many of 
them do not exude that wimpisheness of 
bearing and of philosophy that is the current 
‘liberal’ norm. After a terrorist outrage they 
do not yammer from the pulpit about the need 
to ‘forgive’ the culprits and ‘pray’ for their 
souls; on the contrary, a great many of them 
use the occasion to advocate that such men be 
hunted down and administered the retribution 
that traditionally was visited on such foul 
murderers before this country (or at least most 
of it) lost its healthy instinct to defend itself 
against its foes. 

In a hundred different ways, the loyalist 
community in Northern Ireland is an affront 
to the liberals and one-worlders who would 
like to think that they have the whole of 
western civilisation ‘sown up’ and ready to 
herd into their raceless, nationless universal 
state. Here, like the Afrikaners, is a people 
who have the unbounded impertinence to 
wish to defend their national heritage — and, 
furthermore, to contain a great many people 
in their ranks who are prepared to fight for 
that same heritage. So the Ulster loyalists 
must of course be expelled from Britain 
because they are utterly out of step with the 
contemporary spirit of Britain, which is one 
of tame surrender to the rampaging forces of 
internationalism, liberalism, permissiveness 
and decadence. 


THE STRATEGY 


Once we understand the strategy of those 
who dominate western, and British, politics 
today, once we perceive the ultimate goals to 
which they, and all of the enormous weight of 
the organs of ‘public opinion, are working 
night and day — once we recognise, in the 
words of Mr. Benson, this ‘‘mighty 20th 
century revolutionary imperialism’? — the 
paradoxes and contradictions which, in the 
context of the Northern Ireland situation, as in 
that of so many others, are obvious to men 
and women of even average political 
intelligence become explicable. They are no 
longer a mystery; they fit into a perfectly 
logical pattern. | : 

Irish: ‘nationalism’ is supported, not 
because it is genuine nationalism but 
precisely because it is an entirely bogus 
nationalism. It is supported just for as long as 
it serves as a convenient weapon to weaken, 
subvert and stabilise Great Britain, or more 
the United Kingdom. Ulster 
Unionism, by contrast, must be resolutely 
opposed and discredited — precisely because 
it is an element for the strengthening and 
consolidating of the United Kingdom. 
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THE REAL POWER BEHIND 


THE ULSTER MURDERS 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Australian ‘nationalism’ must be promoted 
and encouraged — in as muchas it, in its turn, 
serves aS a weapon to drive a wedge between 
Australians and the country that is still, to 
most of them, the Motherland. Such a wedge 
must be driven between these two kindred 
peoples because, together and in concert with 
their other kinsmen in New Zealand and 
Canada, they could represent a formidable 
force that might stand in the way of the New 
World Order while, divided and 
fragmented, they can much more easily be 
driven into that very same New World Order. 

But when it comes to the preservation of 
the Australian national identity by retaining 
the original stocks that built Australia and 
protecting them against mixture by foreign 
elements, Australian ‘nationalism’ quickly 
becomes dispensable — indeed something 
that should be dispensed with as if it 
represented some foul disease virus — again 
perfectly logical policies, each in its turn, if 
one understands the name of the much bigger 
game that is being played at the level of 
international power politics. 


THE AMERICAN ‘IRISH’ LOBBY 
IN PERSPECTIVE 


Before completing this analysis, we should 
perhaps look at just one more aspect of the 
question. Much talk is heard of the alleged 
power of the ‘Irish’ lobby in American 


politics and the clout that it is supposed to 
possess in the election of presidents, senators, 
cofigressmen and the like. It is the Irish lobby, 
we ‘are told, which exerts pressure on 
American politicians to make their regular 
ritual noises in support of a United Ireland and 
against the British presence in Ulster. 

I do not question that the Irish lobby exists 
in America and that it is a factor of not 
negligible force in influencing the way 
American politicians think and talk. I have 
always maintained, however, that the Irish 


lobby would never exercise anything like the - 


power that it has come to exercise in the 


United States and across the world — were it * 


not for the fact that, behind it, there stood a 
much more powerful, much more ruthless 
and much more politically astute lobby which 
knew how to manipulate Irish sentiments and 
Irish prejudices in the pursuit of its own ends. 

Again, we come back to the paradox of 
‘nationalism’ being permitted, 
encouraged, in a world in which internat- 
ionalism is the dominant orthodoxy. Does 
anyone imagine that Irish ‘nationalism’ 
would ever be tolerated for one moment in 
American politics if it were to serve as 
anything other than a mere tool of the forces 
described? Does anyone think that, in a world 
in which all true nationalism was the number- 
one heresy and in which leading exponents of 
that nationalism were cast by the mass media 
onto the outer fringes of society, deprived of 
all respectability and, not infrequently, 


thrown in jail for their endeavours, such a 


phenomenon as the ‘Irish lobby’ would be 
allowed a place of acceptance within the pale 


and even 


of American politics — if it were a nation- 
alism of any genuine pedigree? 

America exerts pressure on Britain to get 
out of Northern Ireland, and money comes 
from America to finance those who seek to 
bomb the British out of Northern Ireland, not 
primarily because the ‘Irish lobby’ in 
America wills it so, but because such 
objectives are consistent with those of the 
‘*mighty 20th century revolutionary imperial- 
ism’’ of which Mr. Benson has spoken. 
Besides this factor in world politics — which 
today controls almost the whole of the 
western world’s organs of public opinion as 
well as most of its politicians and political 
parties — the ‘Irish lobby’ is of small 
consequence; and what consequence it does 
enjoy it owes almost entirely to the backing 
that it receives from much more powerful 
people, who know how to manipulate it, as 
they know how to manipulate, every so- 
called ‘nationalism’, for their own subterr- 
anean, and internationalist, purposes. 

As Mr. Benson has said, this is not an easy 
thing to explain to, or get accepted by, those 
Irishmen who fondly imagine that the IRA 
bombers and gunmen whom they hail as 
heroes and bury with full military honours are 
none other than ‘patriots’ who are going it all 
for love of country. 

But until such a truth — the truth about the 
real forces behind terrorism in Northern 
Ireland — is universally known and 
understood, and until British policy in Ulster 
reflects that understanding, human tragedies 
such as the one at Enniskillen are going to 
occur again and again and again. 


MANFRED 


MORE ABOUT 


ROEDER 


NORMAN WHITE continues the story of the jailed Reich- 
agent whose ideas they fear 


THE STORY of Manfred Roeder’s life and 
events leading up to his trial and conviction 
on trumped-up charges in 1982 appeared 
in this magazine in May 1987. This article 
briefly examines Roeder’s politics and 
ideas and personal plight since being 
sentenced. 

Manfred Roeder has explicitly stated that 
he is neither of the Left nor the Right but 
simply a German who, out of love for his 
people and fatherland, is so incensed by the 
‘injustice of all that has been done to Germany 
since 1945 that he determined upon a course 
of action to force people to confront the 
issues: of the moral decadence that has again 
engulfed Germany, as in the time of the 
Weimar Republic; of the spoliation of nature 
and of the environment; and of thé German 
Question as a whole, with all its political and 
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social implications. 

Roeder’s German Citizens’ Initiative grew 
out of the farmers’ movements which sprung 
up in the early 1950s. It is a grass-roots organ- 
isation which struggles at various levels 
against those repressive, destructive and 
corrupting state measures which strike at the 
very integrity and soundness of a nation: 
pornography, drugs, nuclear energy, the 
ravaging of the environment, the ubiquitous 
automobile, modern ‘art’, immigration from 
alien racial areas and the distortion of recent 
history. 

This organisation has issued newsletters 
and mounted campaigns since 1970, and from 
1979 it established an English-speaking 
movement with its own newsletter, Teutonic 
Unity, circulating worldwide. 

Born of the unquenchable spirit of seeking 


justice for his fatherland and people, which 
has both inspired his life’s work and carried 
him through a succession of hard and bitter 
blows, Roeder recognised that the German 
Reich did not perish when hostilities ceased in 
1945. The legally installed Reich Chancellor, 
Adolf Hitler, designated Grand Admiral Karl 
Doenitz as Reich President before taking his 
own life on the 30th April 1945. The Reich 
Government under Doenitz, established at 
Flensburg in an enclave still unoccupied by 
Allied forces and thus a sovereign territorial 
area of the Reich, authorised the capitulation 


_of German armed forces on the 8th May 1945, 


and was preparing to administer Germany 
under foreign occupation and in the wake of 
devastating destruction inflicted on the 
country by Allied bombing and invasion. 
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BRUTAL RAID 
On May 23rd 1945, after the war had 


ended, and on the orders of Winston 
Churchill, a British armoured brigade 
surrounded the entire area of Flensburg- 
Glucksburg. In the vivid words of Count 
von Schwerin-Krosigk, the last Foreign 
Minister of the Reich Government, who 
witnessed what then occurred:- 
“At 10 a.m. 15 British military policemen 
with submachine guns burst unexpectedly 
into the meeting room of the Reich Govern- 
ment, led by a Briton who apparently did 
not belong to the English race. State 
Secretary Zintsch, who was standing at the 
door, was hit in the face and his teeth 
smashed by a military policeman with the 
remark: ‘Are you also a Grand Admiral?’ 
All Ministers, State Secretaries and 
military leaders were then ordered to stand 
with their faces to the wall.’’ 


This shameful attack on the Reich Govern- 
ment carried out in blatant breach of inter- 
national law after the war had ended and on 
sovereign German territory took several 
hours, during which time photos were taken 
of the stripped, plundered and abused 
Ministers, Generals and Admirals. Von 
Schwerin-Grosigk recognised as present the 
Director of the BBC, who was known to him, 
during this humiliation. This man turned 
away in embarrassment, but von Schwerin- 
Grosigk assured him that, although this 
conduct left him unconcerned, he felt sorry 
for the British nation in whose name the 
outrage was being carried out. 

Manfred Roeder later set about 
establishing the constitutional and legal 
position by corresponding with Doenitz. But 
Doenitz, Roeder concluded, had been either 
broken spiritually or blackmailed during his 
ten years’ imprisonment after the war, for he 
declined any further responsibility in the 
matter of legal succession to the Reich leader- 
ship, leaving it to Roeder to draw the resulting 
conclusions. 


PROCLAMATION 


On May 23rd 1975, the 30th anniversary of 
the arrest of the last properly constituted 
German Government, Roeder and his 
Supporters met outside the German House at 
Flensburg to proclaim the Liberation 
Movement of the German Reich, and to 
establish the Reich Asembly (Reichstag) of 
Flensburg — authority for which was derived 
from the ancient right of the German people. 
Roeder was unanimously elected its Speaker. 
He opened the Reichstag with the ringing 
declaration: ‘‘The German Reich did not 
perish! The Government of the Reich never 
resigned! Everything that has been done to 
Germany after the capitulation is contrary to 
international law and is -therefore null and 
void.” Moments later Roeder was arrested. 
200 police ringing the building had been 
instructed to suppress the demonstration, at 
which the black, white and red flags of the 
Liberation Movement were unfurled and the 
Allied flags burned in protest against the. 


In happier times: the Roeder family at home 


illegal interference by the Allied powers in 
Germany’s affairs. For this action Roeder 
was sentenced to six months’ imprisonment 
on the charges of ‘Defamation of the State’ 
and ‘Propaganda activities on behalf of a 
counter-constitutional organisation’ — which 
charges havea ring about them of KGB 
indictments against dissidents in the USSR. 
The declining by Doenitz of the leadership 
of the Reich meant that whoever intervened to 
secure its continued existence on the basis of 
the Weimar Constitution of 1919 would be 
acting in the capacity of Reichsverweser, or 
Reich-Agent. This was undertaken by the 
Liberation Movement of the German Reich 
under Manfred Roeder on 23rd May 1975 — 
and what has befallen him since that fateful 
day must be interpreted in that light. In 
proclaiming that it was assuming respons- 


ibility for the succession of the Reich, the 


Liberation Movement acted in a revolution- 
ary manner which was. nonetheless legally 
valid. Therefore, until a German Reich 


President is elected by all the people the. 


regency is vested in the person of Manfred 
Roeder. 


PAN-ARYANISM 


Roeder champions the cause of the Reich 
— and not exclusively a German Reich; for 
throughout history the Reich has ever been 
the focus of Aryan tradition, including as it 
did much of Central Europe, France and Italy, 
though with Germany as the fulcrum. 
‘*Therefore it had to be destroyed to enforce 
upon humanity the most unnatural order that 
ever existed: the idea that men and nations are 
equal,’ says Roeder. The Pan-Aryan 
movement of the 1930s saw a re-emergence 
of this concept, which rapidly spread 
throughout the world, only to be halted by the 
outbreak of war. But during that war the same 
idea flourished in the European Volunteer 
Movement of the Waffen SS, fighting against 
bolshevism for the New Order, according to 
the laws of nature against the unnatural order 
based on the laws of usury. 


Contd. overleaf 


Page nine 


MORE ABOUT 
MANFRED ROEDER 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


Roeder has declared himself to be neither 
pro-Soviet nor pro-American but pro- 
German, pro-freedom, pro-self-determin- 
ation, anti-super-power and anti-NATO 
(which he says was never intended as a 
defence of western interests but solely as an 
instrument to control Germany and prevent its 
unification and rise to power again — as 
Bernard Baruch as admitted in his memoirs). 

Roeder expresses the driving force that 
keeps his movement on course — in freedom 
Or in prison, in success or disaster, in power 
or in persecution — as that deep-rooted 
consciousness of our Aryan origins and of 
Europe as the Fatherland of all Aryans. This 
evokes an intrinsic commitment to, and 
profound love of, our racial roots, and an 
affirmation that never again will we be used 
as tools in our own destruction, as in the two 
murderous fratricidal wars of this century. 
‘*We believe, Roeder says, in racial stock and 
strength. We despise the idea of a humanity 
where everyone is equal. We hate the idea of a 
melting pot of all races and people. Accord- 
ing to God’s plan, according to nature, every 
man belongs to a certain racial stock and 
heritage, not to ‘humanity’! To his own kin 
goes his first loyalty.”’ 

We are now facing the last real battle we 
shall ever wage against those forces which are 
bent on destroying our genes, our pride in our 
own race and the foundation and spirit of our 
Aryan nations, claims Roeder. This battle is 
in truth a battle between light and darkness — 
which is symbolised by the Movement’s 
insignia: three white torches on a black 
background, arranged in the form of a Hag- 
All rune, which combines the life and death 
runes; the torches symbolise freedom (from 
the yoke of usury and domination by alien 
people and ideas), justice (derived from the 
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laws of nature and the voice of our blood) and 
honour (our most treasured possession). 

In Roeder’s political ideas there are too 
many strands to consider in an article of this 
size. But two primary concerns inform his 
political thinking. The first is to save nature 
from total destruction — for, if our forests are 
dead and the land, air and water are poisoned, 


then there is nothing left anymore to defend. 


The second is to save our nations in their 
historic structure and tradition in dignity and 
freedom. 

Roeder therefore opposes atomic energy, 
the over-industrialisation of the globe by 
vested interests, and the flood of asylants 
(immigrants) into Europe from alien cultures 
and traditions. ‘‘It never was, nor ever will 
be, our task to provide wealth and prosperity 


io i {ies 


S. Need and want are necessary means 


to shape human nature,” Roeder 
maintains. 

APPALLING CONDITIONS 

OF CAPTIVITY 


When he was sentenced to imprisonment in 
1982, Roeder had been in captivity for two 
years. In this time he had been treated like a 
highly dangerous terrorist, subjected to 
appalling conditions. Shackled in chains, 
placed in a cage, severely restricted in visits, 
his mail censored and delayed, compelled to 


speak to his wife always in the presence of 


guards, he was constantly subjected to prison 
and cell changes and strip searches. He has 
fought over 50 court battles for his rights — of 
which, as a lawyer, he is well aware and, as a 
fighter for justice, he is ever intrepid in 
pursuing. In an open letter to the Justice 
Minister of Hesse after being put in isolation, 


he wrote: ‘You may lock me up secretly as 


you have done now; you can play tricks on 
me, kick me, torture me spiritually and 
physically; but you will not be able to silence 
me.’ Throughout his eight years in gaol 


Roeder has kept the German Citizens’ 
Initiative alive, and its newsletters and 


Teutonic Unity continue to circulate. 
Whatever the pricks and goadings of 
contumely and the mean and spiteful acts of 
the authorities at all levels, Roeder is 
determined to continue his political work — 
inside as outside prison, come hell or high 
water! In July 1988 he was transferred to a 
semi-open prison | 1 miles from his home and 
should be released in November 1989 — 
unless the state attempts to obstruct the 
process at the behest of others. 


MAGNIFICENT SUPPORT 


This article would be incomplete without 
reference to Roeder’s wife, Traudel. Behind 
every successful man stands a strong woman, 
it is said; and Roeder is blessed with a most 
remarkable wife who is a magnificent mother 
to six children and a staunch helpmeet. She 
has reared the family single-handedly through 
sheer hard toil, without security of income, 
entirely dependent on support from friends, 
sympathisers and the Movement — and a 
close, vibrant and well-fed family it is! In 
addition, Frau Roeder has continued and 
extended her husband’s work and organised 
regular meetings and solstice festivals at the 
family home at the Knull. She has withstood 
attacks by the state authorities, who tried to 
imprison her, in 1981 and 1987, for 
‘“supporting the general thrust of her 
husband’s ideas,’’ and she has suffered cruel 
and vicious slander and poisonous phone calls 
from zombies, morons and hate-filled 
enemies. The inevitable strain and pressures 
have exacted a heavy toll on her and brought 
her to total exhaustion and near collapse; but 
she has never faltered or flinched, bearing 
immense suffering and hardship with 
indomitable courage and resolution. Truly a 
remarkable person and a paradigm of Aryan 
womanhood is Traudel Roeder! 

Manfred Roeder has given all in his 
momentous and mighty struggle, sacrificing 
his career, his security, his liberty, his health, 
his livelihood and his family — all on behalf 
of Germany. He has been labelled ‘neo-nazi’, 
‘racist’, ‘Soviet agent’ and ‘rightist terrorist’, 
but through it all he has remained unbowed, 
unflinching and undeterred. 

‘‘The truth,’’ he says, “‘is never in the 
middle, but where the rocks are rough and 
rugged. That is why so few grasp it. You will 
never find truth sitting at your desk or 
watching TV. Truth is not something you 
understand with your head; it is an exper- 
ience. Party politicians will never get near it. 
They are living with the great lie ‘working for 


the welfare of humanity.’ Truth will reveal 


itself only to courageous men, never to 
cowards or careerists. Let us have the courage 
to be extreme!’ 


EDITOR’S NOTE: One passage of this 
article has been deleted because of the need 
not to transgress the laws of censorship 
which prevent free expression on matters 
pertaining to the racial issue. 


CANNOT WORK 


DAYL GOYA examines a doomed social experiment 


IN AREAS OF BRITAIN where people of 
non-European origin are outnumbering 
the Whites, the latter are, bit by bit, losing 
many aspects of their inherent culture. 
Those of non-European origin do not 
possess these inherent traits. They are 
supposedly in Britain to learn them and 
acquire them. Those Whites who grow up 
surrounded by non-Whites are influenced 
and changed by them, rather than the 
reverse occurring. In the process the White 
loses bits of his culture, and the non- 
Whites does likewise. Both adopt some of 
the superficialities of the other. Due to the 
fact that the white standards are, at least in 
our estimation, at a higher level, this 
exchange is at the Whites’ loss. The result 
is a ‘coloured’ sociology, where neither 
white nor non-white culture prevails — 
and this is Britain today. 

In severe instances, ‘anti-racist’ attitudes 
ride roughshod across communities. For 
example, one white family withdrew their son 
from a predominantly Asian school. The 
white boy, who was mentally perfectly 
normal, was virtually unable to read or write 
— and he was approaching his teens! He 
complained that when teachers gave their 
individual attention to pupils it was given to 
Asians in preference to the relatively few 
Whites. That this boy could hardly read or 
write at his age is testimony enough to the 
extent of ‘anti-racist’ (or, some would say, 
coloured racist) bias. The odds are that this 
boy is not the only White suffering this type of 
neglect in his school, and that his is not the 
only school where it occurs. 

Why are more parents not aware: of this? 
And why do they not firmly assert that these 
non-Whites came to Britain supposedly to 
learn British culture rather than to impart their 
own cultures to our people? Some teachers 
have in fact given hints of this, albeit with 
nothing like the strength and outspokenness 
that they should have done. Maureen 
McGoldrick and Ray Honeyford did try to put 
their own foot down before their schools 
reached the conditions endured by the white 
boy in the aforementioned example. The 
‘anti-racist’ media and education lobby then 
proceeded to do their damnedest to depict 
such teachers as ‘racists’ and create difficul- 
ties for them in their employment (in the case 
of Mr. Honeyford hounding him out of his 
school), rather than concentrating their 
opposition, as they should have done, against 
the ludicrous ‘anti-racist’ practices to which 
these two teachers alluded. Doubtless many 
other teachers have taken note of the misery 
inflicted on Mr.» Honeyford and Miss 


McGoldrick, and are choosing to remain 
silent concerning such abuses. Meanwhile, 
all the time ‘anti-racist’ teachings are 
gnawing away at the very identities of white 
children in many British schools. 

Where ‘anti-racist’ attitudes are less 
strident at schools and colleges and in society 
generally, Whites are still heading for a 
situation of tremendous disadvantage as a 
result of multi-culturalism. This is because 
those who are upholding the multi-culturalist 
notion have, in effect, forgotten that each 
individual British White comes from a family 
which was a product of purely European 
traditions, history and culture. Liberals have 
forgotten that this wholly white culture was 
part of each individual, and part of what 
inspired and stimulated the British people’s 
progress forwards. Liberals have considered 
this as trivial, and in fact something readily to 
be abandoned in the frantic drive to multi- 
culturalism. 


EFFECT ON WHITES 


Multi-culturalism can hardly be expected 
not to affect each individual White, whether 
directly or indirectly or sooner or later. Once 
a white individual, such as you or I, is unable, 
by the forces of pressure not unlike that to 
which Mr. Honeyford and Miss McGoldrick 
were subjected, to rise above the effects of 
multi-culturalism, our society will 
unavoidably be changed. Saciety will be 
changed because of the loss of its British and 
European identity, and will thus have an 
influence on all its members. 


WHY MULTI-CULTURALISM 


These changes arising from multi-cultur- 
alism, however, are far from being the good 
ones that liberals have convinced themselves 
they will be. This is because under the 
pressures of those with ‘anti-racist’ attitudes 
it becomes nearly impossible for Whites to 
retain their sense of white identity, even 
where they want to. Liberals may once have 
thought that their anchor and ties to their 
white culture were so strong and durable that. 
multi-culturalism could never rob them of 
their identity, norms and values — at least not 


on European territory. Liberals may have 


thought that their anchor in white traditions 
would bring non-Whites ‘‘up to their level,” 
rather than miulti-culturalism dragging 
Whites down. Liberals may once have 
thought these things, but it is doubtful 
whether even liberals can think them today. 
Multi-culturalism today intrudes on the lives 
of nearly all British Whites, with the possible 
exception of those whose individual wealth 
enables them to isolate themselves. 

Those Whites who are wealthy may be 
able, at the moment, to live in houses 
surrounded by walled gardens that cut them 
off from non-White neighbours, if they so 
choose to be cut off. They may be able, at the 
moment, to send their children to private 
schools that are so class-conscious and 
expensive that few non-Whites can be found 
in them. The wealthy may be able to do their 
shopping in areas where, unlike in Central 
London for example, they may hardly come 
into contact with non-Whites — or else they 


Contd. overleaf 


MULTI-CULTURALISM IN PRACTICE 


What chance of the few white children pictured here to retain their traditional cultural 
heritage? | 
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WHY MULTI-CULTURALISM 


CANNOT WORK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


may be able to employ others to do their 
shopping for them. Wealthy Whites in Britain 
may be able to do all these things now. Sooner 
or later, however, when the many less- 
wealthy Whites surrounding them have 
become more directly affected by multi- 
culturalism even the wealthy will not be able 
to avoid some side-effects passing onto them 
and their families. 


EFFECTS OF 
MULTI-CULTURAL EDUCATION 


Once educational multi-culturalism starts 
to take its full toll, residential integration will 
become unavoidable. And once residential 
and educational multi-culturalism are firmly 
established, social mixing will become 
prevalent. On the surface of life, everything 
may appear to be going on normally. Non- 
Whites may have adopted. many of the 
apparent superficialities of the Whites’ 
culture: for example, dress, language, 
etiquette and recreational pursuits — that is 
until one scratches the surface and takes a 
harder look. 

One of the cornerstones of the former 
white-only culture in Britain was our world of 
education. Education used of course to be the 
privilege of the upper classes only. It pays to 
take another look at education in Britain 


today, with multi-culturalism now in 
practice. 
Assuming the non-Whites overcome 


language barriers, and assuming that all 
teachers imbibe ‘anti-racist’ attitudes, there is 
another aspect of education that multi-cultur- 
alism constantly erodes. This concerns the 
English language itself. This language is a lot 
more than just a vehicle through which 
knowledge is communicated; it also happens 
to be an integral part of the white culture, 
history and traditions of this country. It is 
inextricably connected with the Whites and 
their advancement, because they developed 
this language in the course of that advance- 
ment. No matter how simple English words 
themselves may be, Whites have used them to 
convey highly complex and abstract concepts 
to one another. Where non-Whites have 
difficulty here is both in using the English 
language as the educated White uses it and in 
understanding the concepts conveyed when 
teachers use the language as they would use it 
to pupils in Whites-only classes. This is 

_ because the language and, more particularly, 
the concepts it can convey are relatively novel 
to the non-White. 

The result is that liberal influences are 
constraining teachers to ‘adapt’ their 
communication procedures so as to make 
both the knowledge they have to impart and 
the manner used to impart it simpler — for the 
benefit of their non-White pupils. Where 
teachers do not do this, the non- Whites fail to 
keep up and pass their exams. Teachers are 
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therefore under great pressure to simplify the 
techniques whereby ideas are put across to 
their pupils — if those ideas are to be 
comprehended. 

Thé: means of communication procedures 
used to impart knowledge may seem to some 
people to be irrelevant. Such people may feel 
that, as long as both white and non-white 
pupils understand what they are being taught, 
that is all that matters. However, this trend in 
educating is a retrograde step for Whites, if 


only because it would not have occurred in a’ 


Whites-only society. If anything, the 
communication procedures in a Whites-only 
society would have become more complex, 
and in line with education’s steadily 
advancing frontiers since formal education 
first began. 


SOCIAL EFFECTS 


This turning away by liberal Whites from 
the direction that would have been maintained 
had they kept their society for Whites only 
can be seen in its effects more often and more 
obviously in racially-mixed social situations. 
Many of us will admit to having witnessed 
Whites behaving, in varying degrees, with 
sycophancy towards non-Whites. Many of us 
may even have been obliged to be syco- 


phantic ourselves at one time or another when — 


forced into the company of non-Whites, as at 
our workplaces. Some employers regard 
sycophancy by Whites towards non-Whites at 
work as an essential behaviour rule in an 
employee, in order to prevent any possibility 
of racial tension arising at work. Some 
Whites, especially white women, seem to be 
unable to be obsequious or ingratiating 
enough to the non-Whites with whom they 
may be working or socialising. This is 
because women are naturally more sensitive 
to the emotions of others than men are, and 
become more distraught than men do by 
situations of emotional conflict. In order to 
prevent distress to themselves, women often 
let their hearts govern their heads in racially- 
mixed situations. They may therefore neglect 
to perceive that their sycophantic behaviour 
would be considered unusual even by their 
own standards if it occurred between Whites 
in a Whites-only society. 

As multi-culturalism places more and more 
non-Whites into the Whites’ domain, the 
more the Whites will have to relinquish of 
their own inherent characteristics, including 
their dignity and self-respect. This will not 
occur at some remote time in the future; it is 
occurring in Britain now. The Whites are not 
retreating because they want to do so; that was 
never the multi-culturalists’ intention. They 
are retreating because they see themselves as 


‘having no alternative. Many British Whites 


that this writer has, encountered have all but 
lost the ability to relate to those Whites who 
have managed to keep aloof from multi- 
culturalism. 


NEED FOR A RETHINK 


Those liberals who still think that multi- 
culturalism will elevate non-Whites, or that it 


amounts to a healthy and beneficial exchange 
of cultures, will need to think again. Not all 
non-Whites regard their liberal hosts’ 
magnanimity with an overwhelming sense of 
gratitude. After all, and as the liberals 
themselves will say, such magnanimity is the 
non- Whites ‘right’. Not all non-Whites will 
feel inclined to adopt all the principles and 
manifestations of white culture. After all, 
liberals have granted them freedom of choice 
too. Not all non-Whites regard the opportun- 
ities of multi-culturalism on white territory as 
opportunities to assimilate. After all, liberals 
would be the first to admit that non-Whites 


‘(though not Whites) have every right to be 


proud of their own culture and their own 
identity. — 

Liberal multi-culturalism in practice is 
throwing out of the window all the main 
elements of the heritage of the Whites-only 
culture that our ancestors have handed down 
to us through history and tradition. But at the 
same time liberals seem to expect that the 
high level of civilisation that was a product of 
that heritage will continue as before. Liberals 
appear to be obsessed with the imperative of 
what best benefits the non-White — witness 
Mrs. Thatcher arguing against sanctions 
against South Africa on the grounds that those 
to suffer from them will be the non-Whites in 
that country! Neither liberals nor the non- 
Whites they support and promote seem to 
have the required sense of the value of 
maintaining those intellectual and cultural 
qualities that have served white society so 
well in the past. Neither have any wish to 
preserve white territory for Whites only, sc 
that the Whites’ natural attributes can 
continue to evolve yet further — and indeed 
to continue to bestow ever-advancing 
knowledge on all races worldwide. For as 
long as Whites still have territory to call their 
own, and as long as they have access to a full 
white culture, they will always be playing a 
leading role in educating the world. 


THE RIGHT THAT LIBERALS 
HAVE FORGOTTEN 


Liberals, for all their intellectual cunning 
and dexterity, seem to have ignored or 
forgotten one remaining right and freedom: 
the right of white European people to 
safeguard their own very valuable culture, 
and the freedom of choice to be able to do so. 
Contrast that with multi-culturalism within 
the context of a global non-white majority. 
The sheer imbalance of numbers in the world 
will allow the non-Whites only a slight and 
transitory gain — but to the Whites’ immense 
loss. The only colour that will matter then will 
be, not the colour of skins, but the colour of 
money, as Whites scramble to attain wealth in 
a desperate attempt to keep themselves aloof 
from thew own culture’s failure to survive. 
This political condition is called libertarian- 
ism, and it is underway already in America 
and also in Britain under the influence of Mrs. 
Thatcher’s Tory Government. To libertar- 
ians, culture is not what you and your society 
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OPPORTUNITY KNOCKS 


There was never a better time, says NOEL A. HUNT, to get 
rid of ‘liberals’ and ‘do-gooders’ from the Bench and the 


Probation Service 


Dat saepe Deus in brevi momento, quod 

longa negavit tempore. (For God often 

gives in a brief moment that which He has 
for a long time denied). 

THOMAS KEMPIS 

The Imitation of Christ, Bk. 4.15.1. 


PUBLIC VIOLENCE — it is now almost 


obligatory to label it ‘mindless’ no matter. 


well organised and carefully planned it 
may be — is much in the news of late. 
Government professes to be properly 
concerned. What are described as ‘tough 
new measures’ are proposed. But on 
examination these turn out to be in line 
with the fashionable trend of prescribing 
every possible penalty except one that will 
actually deter the criminal. Actual punish- 
ment is apparently never considered. 


One ‘tough new measure’ is a proposal for : 


the electronic ‘tagging’ of offenders. Another 
is ‘hard labour’ within the community, 


whatever that may mean — probably the 
Sweeping up of leaves and the removal of 
graffiti. 


One of the snags in these proposals is that 
the offenders would be supervised by the 
Probation Service. Now the training and 
work of this service is a striking example of 
what happens when legislators take leave of 
their senses and go whoring after the false 
gods of sociology and humanism. Penologists 
and their sorry ilk hold that Man is basically 
good; it is his bad environment which makes 
him go bad. This is the fallacy which lies at 
the heart of communism. Thus to a humanist 
it is illogical to ‘punish’ an offender. Society, 
which is bad, is at fault — not him! This 
classical example of a lump in the throat 
masquerading as a thought has been seized 
eagerly by sociologists, including those who 
run the Probabtion Service. Their whole 
training tells them that criminals — dreaded 
word! — need to be ‘understood’, ‘cared for’, 
cossetted and generally made to feel that they 
cannot be blamed for what is, after all, 
society’s fault. 

Yet it is the Probation Service which will 
be required to enforce these ‘tough new 
measures’ 
be required to do what the whole of their 
professional training (plus in many cases their 
personal beliefs) tell them is wrong. The 
Service has already indicated that it is 
unhappy at the prospect that lies ahead of it. 


OPPOSITION 


It will be skilfully and persuasively argued 
that these ‘tough new measures’ 
ludicrously ineffective though they are likely 


. Members of the Service will thus ` 


to prove in practice — cannot be introduced 
because of the professional opposition of the 
Probation Service. If this viewpoint is 
allowed to prevail, a great opportunity will 
have been allowed to slip away. | 

For almost two generations now, the 
sociologists and the penologists have been 
allowed to have their way with us. The result 
of giving effect to their beliefs is what we see 
today: public indiscipline verging on 
anarchy, contempt for the law and of course 
an enormous financial burden on the law- 
abiding. These evil results flow directly from 
the timid approach of successive govern- 
ments towards the violent criminal. The 
humanists promised that if we would but heed 
them an earthly paradise would be established 
in Britain. Every single promise that they 
have made has turned out to be false, every 
‘reform’ and every step towards ‘social 
justice’ — whatever that may mean — has led 
to a decline in standards and brought anarchy 
closer. The sooner we rid ourselves of these 
pestilential people, the sooner can our 
country be put to rights. 

But, anxious voices will cry, surely it is not 
necessary to adopt such draconian measures 
as wholesale dismissals from the Probation 
Service. Surely all that is required is to retrain 
existing staff? This way lies disaster. 
Attempts to retrain staff will largely fail. 
Most of them are by nature disposed to make a 
cult of softness. And allied to their personal 


disposition is ideology and training. The 
majority are utterly opposed to the concept of 
discipline, the authoritarian approach and the 
idea that orders are to be obeyed, not regarded 
as an invitation to discuss the matter. Sociol- 
ogists have done our society enormous harm. 
We now have a chance to start setting matters 
right in the Probation Service. 


THE NEED FOR DISCIPLINE 


If the ‘tough new measures’ now being 
spoken of are to be even partially successful 
— and we cannot hope for more than this — 
then they will have to be enforced by 
disciplinarians. 

By contrast, the whole thrust of Probation 
Service thinking and training is against the 
disciplinarian approach. These people have 
had their chance, and they have failed. Let us 
be rid of them, and let us set about the thug 
and the bully-boy in a way that will have the 
hearty approval of the public, and which will 
instil into malefactors a hearty respect for the 
law. 

The perfect opportunity for a fresh start 
now presents itself. New proposals are 
mooted which will need a fresh approach 
from the Probation Service — an approach 
which the people in it, by their very nature, 
are incapable of adopting. 

So what should be done is that every 
member of the present Probation Service 
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VIOLENT BRITAIN IN THE EIGHTIES | 
This kind of thing will never be curbed unless we introduce far tougher measures of law- 
enforcement 
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RACIAL SELF- 
PRESERVATION: 
FOR THEM BUT 
NOT FOR US! 


WE URGE all readers to study carefully the advertise- 
ment reprinted here on the right. 

It was recently published in the Jewish Chronicle, 
main organ of Jewry in Britain. It is, as car be seen, a 
passionate plea to Jews not to intermarry with 
Gentiles. 

It talks of the confusion of identity that will be the lot 
of the children of such mixed marriages. It talks of the 
‘‘millions of heroic Jewish martyrs who have given 
their very lives — in order that you and your children 
should remain Jewish.”’’ It talks of the ‘‘insult to their 
eternal memory’”’ that will be delivered by those who 
marry outside the faith. It talks of intermarriage with 
non-Jews ‘‘destroying’’ the Jewish people. 

It even says that intermarriage is a ‘Biblical’ sin. 

There is only one word to describe this appeal: it 
amounts to downright RACISM! 

That itself would be no bad thing. The Jews are 
perfectly entitled to wish to preserve their distinct 


identity. We have no quarrel with them over this 


matter. 

But the extraordinary thing is that it is these very 
same Jews who every day, in all the newspapers which 
they influence or control — including the very same 
Jewish Chronicle, are constantly attacking the 
‘racism’ of us British and other Gentiles. 

The Jews, perfectly rightly, believe in racial self- 
preservation. 

Why then should it be so terrible in their eyes for US 
also to believe in, and practise, racial self-preserv- 
ation? 

Why is ‘racism’ alright for the Jews, but wrong for 
us? 

Why is it right for Jewish people to wish to see their 
children and grandchildren grow up Jewish but wrong 


for British people to wish to see their children and 


grandchildren grow up British? 
| Why do they do it? What is their game? Think about 
these questions, fellow Gentiles, because they are 
questions of the utmost importance. OUR racial 


survival is also at stake. OUR people are also in danger © 


of being destroyed. WE also have a right to remain 
what we are. 

In other words, that law which hold good for Jews 
also holds good for us! — 


- Page fourteen — 


born out of Intermarriage. At one set of grandparents they will 


-THIS 
MISTAKE 


if you are thinking of — 
marrying out, 


think again! 
DO YOU REALISE? 


* That 70% of all Intermarriages 
end in divorce and that many of 
those that do stick together are 
filled with unhappiness. 


* That children of such marriages 
grow up with the confusion of 
a divided outlook. 


* That intermarriage is a grave 
Biblical sin. : 


Before you rush headlong into Intermarriage — you certainly 
owe it to yourself — to consider very carefully what will happen 
to your children. For after all loving and devoted children are the 
satisfying rewards of a successful marriage. Do you realise that 
the most confused and perplexed children of our age, are those 


see a Menorah and atthe other an Xmas tree. How will your 
children feel when their schoolfriends ask them what they are? 
How will-you feel when your children will accuse you of marrying 
out and therefore ruining their lives? Before guilt and remorse set 
in you should consider all aspects of the situation. Please 
remember also — the Millions of heroic Jewish Martyrs who 
have given even their very lives — in order that you and your 
children should remain Jewish. Dare you insult their eternal 
memory by marrying out of the faith. For by doing so you will be 
instrumental in destroying our beloved Jewish people. 


LOSE NO TIME — FIND THE TRUTH — WRITE 
NOW FOR OUR FREE IN DEPTH STUDY 
“REMAIN JEWISH” 


THE CHOFETZ CHAYIM FOUNDATION 
84 AMHURST PARK, LONDON N16. 


DON’T 
MAKE 


, 


SIR: On re-reading John Tyndall’s June 
article on the ‘Credibility Factor’, it occurred 
to me that this factor is applicable to another 
area besides nationalist unity or a desired 
increase in members. 

An almost immediate way in which 
supporters could increase the British National 

_Party’s credibility — both to our rival nation- 
alist groups’ rank and file and to the hitherto 
unconverted — is to ensure through personal 
donations that the party obtains its head- 
quarters building this year. The acquisition of 
capital assets by a political movement is one 
positive high-profile indication that the party 
is going places. This will impress people who 
agree with us but who so far have held back 
from joining because they are unsure of our 
potential to grow and succeed. 

At this stage, nothing would indicate 
success and momentum more than the acquis- 
ition of a headquarters building. It would give 
us the image of permanence and profession- 
alism; show that we mean business; and 
indicate that we have started preparing, 
ultimately, for government. In short, it 
would greatly increase our political 
credibility. 

This major step forward is not dependent 


on other groups coming to their senses, noron ~ 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD | 


personal sacrifice of present members and ' 


the longer task of recruiting large numbers of 
new members; it depends on the immediate 


supporters. No-one has joined or supports the 
_ BNP just for the good of their health; we all 
- want to see nationalism get somewhere. 
Will you, dear Spearhead reader, help 
nationalism take this major step forward? 
Will you rise to the challenge of financial 
sacrifice? Will you give the cause you hold 
dear a real chance for greater credibility and 
advancement? Galvanise yourself, fellow 
patriot — send that cheque TODAY! 
NEIL FARNELL 
Croydon, Surrey 


SIR: I appreciate Neil Farnell’s complaint 
(letters, July issue) regarding lack of contrib- 
utions to the nationalist cause. However, I 
feel that by virtue of the 100 per-cent patriot- 
ism inherent in the BNP and its supporters 
everyone will contribute as much as they are 
able within the framework of their domestic 
budgets. | 
Neil should realise that financial support is 


not always directed to specific appeals, such 
as the HQ Building Fund. Therefore 
members’ financial commitments to the cause 
are not always obvious. It is a question of 
what a person can afford. Some of us are 
members of the BNP, have yearly subscript- 
ions to Spearhead and British Nationalist 
(which also often are sent with modest 
donations) and also have many other commit- 
ments besides. Funds are given, for instance, 


to local party units. I have purchased | 
literature from the BNP Book Service to loan 


out and spread the word, along with publicity 
material — stickers, ball pens, key rings, etc. 
Not much profit on the sale perhaps, but good 
publicity at my expense. 

A small income tax rebate on my company 
pension in July enabled me to send a further 
donation to the HQ Building Fund. Unfortun- 
ately the other appeals will have to take their 
turn, but I hope Neil realises I am doing my 
best! 

D.H. MIDGLEY 
Middlesborough, Clevelend 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: We are in no doubt 
that the writer of the above letter 
contributes to the limit of his means. 
Nevertheless, it does remain a fact that 
there are many others who fail to do so, 
thus making valid the reproaches of writers 
like Mr. Farnell.) 


SIR: A few years ago I went along with other 
British National Party members to protest at a 
meeting in Loughborough (Leics.) which was 
organised by the British Council of Churches. 
As we entered the hall I took a good look 
around to assess the strength of the 
opposition, and to my great surprise I caught 
sight of someone who had been a committee 
member of the local branch of the National 
Front in the 1970s. When he saw that I had 
spotted him he visibly squirmed in embarrass- 
ment, for he was sitting there with his arm 


round an Asian lady. 

I have just been busy following up a few 
lapsed memberships, and one person who 
lives too far away for me to visit replied to my 
letter to him. In his final paragraph he wrote: 
‘‘Now (in confidence) I propose to go 
overseas to the Far East to find a decent wife. 
There’s little here but worn-out tarts, who 
have no respect at all for a loyal decent bloke. 
So I intend to marry an oriental lady!” 

You can imagine how appalled and. 
disgusted I was by this. 

These two ‘men’ no longer have any 
respect at all for British women. The 
contempt they have for British women — and 
indeed those who prefer Blacks to Whites do 
deserve contempt — is extended to all 
white women in this country. My feeling is 
that both men deserve to be treated with far 
deeper contempt because they once saw the 
evil of racial mixing. Now one has rejected, 
and the other intends to reject, women of their 
own race. I am sickened by such weakness of 
character. 

There are some British women who are not 
worthy of our respect — that’s true. But the 
majority, I am pleased to say, are still loyal to 
their own race, and I have the utmost respect 
for them. I have always regarded our own 
British women as the most wonderful in the 
world. 

As Captain Kenneth McKilliam once wrote 
in a Spearhead article (issue no. 188): ‘‘If 
ever a person deserves our honour and respect 
it is she who has given us life, the progenitor 
of our race. And this same respect we must 
give to all our women who have been, or will 
be, the means of bringing our descendants 
into the world. We sincerely hope that our 
women will remain worthy of our respect.” 

I am sure that our women hope that their 
menfolk will equally remain worthy of their 
respect. 

JOHN PEACOCK 
Leicester 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure to obtain copies for themselves 


every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. : 
Those wishing for copies for themselves each month are recommended to take out a subscription by 
‘filling in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the applicable sum. 


SePOR BOSS FST HBGHH HT HHHSHHHESHHHHAHHSOTHTHTSSHTEH SESH eBEHSBeesee 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable):- | 


British Isles: £8.00 [] Overseas unsealed surface mail: £9.50 [] Overseas sealed surface mail: 
£10.85 [_] Unsealed air mail Middle East: £11.80 [] Unsealed air mail Canada, USA, Latin America, . 
Africa: £43.40 (] Unsealed air mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £14.30 [_] 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling; if remittance is in 

overseas currency, an additional charge of £5.50 is required in the case of cheques and money 

orders and £1 in the case of banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk-purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 40p each; 20-49 copies: 36p each; 50-99 copies: 30p each; 100-199 copies: 26p each; 
paging iha cage 22p each; 500 copies or over: 20p each. (For advice on postal rates, please contact 

our Office). : ety 


All cheques and postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: PO Box 446, London 


SE23 2LS. Please do not include a payment'for Spearhead as part of a cheque including paymentfor . 
any other item. i | | oe ran , 


Page fifteen 


BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE ELEVENTH HOUR (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP leader 
in prison, this is the book all nationalists have been 
waiting for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 
THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 


. £3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 


dragoon makind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 
THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 1pp. 
THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 
THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 
THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation, 1983, 158pp. 
THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 

THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stewart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashion that are threatening our 
future. 1980, 246pp. 

THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue has 
been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 


-£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 


view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS: 
PROPAGANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John 
Marks) £2.95. An important book on a major current 
educational scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren 
by pacifist and unilateralist ‘educationalists’. This 
topical and factual study makes it plain that we are not 
simply confronted with odd teachers here and there 
abusing their positions but with a whole network of 
organisations and institutions, some publicly funded, co- 
ordinating their attack on young people’s minds. 1984, 
63pp. x 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the govern- 
ment by members of subversive or criminal organis- 
ations for the purpose of furthering the interests of 
those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
66pp. 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by calculat- 
ing one eighth the total value of the order. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders, and 
all cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the BNP Book Service only and not included 
in remittances sent for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if the fact 
that they are intended for the BNP Book 
Service is indicated on the envelope. Please 
send all orders to the address at top right. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of politica! realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. ; 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 

F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE. COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little-known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 


that have not found their way into textbooks or news- 


papers. 1974, 48pp. 

THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little-known and long- 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) | 


£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 
stad). £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 


‘ exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of these cynical travesties of justice. 
1978, 68pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. A further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


THE 
ELEVENTH 
HOUR 


A_CALL FOR BRITISH RE-BIRTH 


NOW 
AVAILABLE 
SA AT LAST 

> ANEA: | For price, see 

OS te SEN top Col. 1 
JOHN TYNDA 


BNP Book Service 
-= PO Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 


(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 


Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 


well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 

OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 


1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain’s membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 

THE ELITE (Barbara Cole) £8.75. The exciting story 
of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its campaign 
against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

THE BARNES TRILOGY (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout; 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this 
combined edition is dated 1979, with 133pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

THE ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK. £2.00. A 12- 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £7.60. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


BNP Statement of Policy 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


BNP leaflets 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on. 


their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 
them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 
the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 

If only we were black... Reprint, updated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 

Can you spot a red teacher? Updated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. | 
The great Tory con-trick. Leaflet exposing the way the 
Tories. are currently trying to woo the people with 
patriotic slogans, while their policies underneath are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 

What’s the difference? Leaflet spotlighting the similar- 
ities between the policies of the Westminster parties over 
major issues, and the fact that only the BNP offers a real 
alternative. 

Unite with your friends or perish! Leaflet appealing to 
loyalist Ulster people to join forces with their supporters 
oe the mainland. Lists BNP policies for Northern 
Ireland. 


These leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage 
charges of £2.35 for 1,000 and £2.75 for 2,000. 


BNP posters 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
“us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wife 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat. 
Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
first produced in 1986 showing how the state is trying to 
gag those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 
Support White South Africa. This slogan in large white 
letters on blue background. 

These posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Each contains 
the BNP name and address and loga in red, white and 
blue. Prices: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p each; 20-49 
at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage should be 
estimated on the basis of each poster weighing 10g. 


BNP Stickers 

With slogans:- 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 


Ban imports! (same as poster) 


Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 


Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 
Stickers are self-adhesive, measuring 3.5in x 2.5in. 
Each contains BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. Price: £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


BNP badges 

British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. Price: £1.25 post-free. 

BNP key rings 

Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £7.75 post-free. 

BNP cloth logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Suitable 


for sowing onto anorak, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally ’87. Three-hour video-recording of BNP London 
rally, October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by 
Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 

Price: £18.00 plus 64p p&p. 

Rally ’82: Sound recording of BNP rally in London, 
October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 
fight for Britain’s future!’ i 

Side 1: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 


PLEASE NOTE: The cassette recording 
‘Voices of Nationalism’, issued by BNP 
Recordings, has been withdrawn from 
distribution. Plans are being made to 
reproduce one side of the recording, John 


. Tyndall's talk on ‘The coming British 


Revolution’ on a new cassette in due 


BNP video 


RALLY ’87 


Video-recording of the 
British National Party rally 
in London, October 31st 

1987 


Hear:- 


RONALD RICKCORD 
IAN SLOAN 
GUS McLEOD 
Dr. PETER PEEL 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT 
DAVID BRUCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


ENP Recordings, PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Tyndall Speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ (about the 
worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British stock). — 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Britain’s economic crisis’ (recorded in 
1981). 


Tyndall Speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The case for Nationalism’ (the inter- 
nationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th Century’ (analysis of 
World War II). 

Tyndall S III: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on “Why we must repatriate’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘Foundations of the national community’ 
(Discourse on racial nationalism and its concepts of 
government and citizenship). 

Tyndall S IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on ‘The way to full employment’. 

Side 2: Talk on ‘The racial time-bomb (A thorough 
demolition of the multi-racialist point of view and a 
warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if the 
multi-racial experiment is not ended). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH B.N.P. 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


BNP self-adhesive stickers, beermats, ball 
pens & other items 
BNP stickers with slogans:- 
(1) Hang convicted terrorist murderers; (2) Boycott 
the boycott: buy South African; (3) Put Britons first: 
end positive discrimination for aliens; (4) Stop the 
riots — peace through repatriation; (5) Smash the 
IRA — Keep Ulster British; (6) Join us now! Make 
Britain a riot-free zone; (7) Our country — love it or 
lose it! (8) Every vote counts — Vote British National 
Party. Stickers are all self-adhesive, with party logo, 
name and address. 
Prices: £3.50 for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12.50 for 1,000. 
3-colour round stickers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive):- 
Prices: 1.25in diameter £4.25 for 500; 2.5in diameter 
£6.25 for 500. 
Spearhead stickers: 2in-square stickers advertising 
ood magazine: £1.18 per 100 or £5 for roll of 
00. 


BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 
BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 
10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 
BNP notepads with party logo printed in red, white and 
blue on each sheet. J notepad: £1 plus 24p p&p; 4 
notepads: £4 plus 85p p&p. 

BNP ball pens (mixed) all stamped with party name: 25 
for £5. 

BNP pencils (mixed) all stamped with party name: 30 for 
£5. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
B.N.P. 

(Orders with cash to: PO Box 116, 
Liverpool LS9 1SH) 


More BNP ball pens 
Ball pens bearing the slogan: ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


* *K * 


Candour 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription: £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


Australia First 

A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause in Australia. Includes events from home and 
abroad. Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others 
$15. Obtainable from: PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, 
NSW 2000, Australia. Overseas: cash preferred or add 
$1 to cheque. 


The Thunderbolt 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 


patriots. Sample copy for £1. Write to: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 
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BUILDING FUND: 
£3,016 NEEDED! 


The sum raised in BNP Headquarters Fund contrib- 


utions since the last issue went to press is exactly £7,000 
£300. This, however, is a slightly misleading figure, as 
this issue is going to the printer well before normal £6,000 
time, and therefore only about two weeks have 
passed since the previous fund target was _ £5,000 
announced. This will be corrected when the October 
issue goes to press. £4,000 
At the moment it means that £3,016 is still needed. 
We hope that in the next month all supporters will £3,000 
dig deep into their pockets and do their very best to 
raise more. We have set ourselves the target of ¢5 000 
acquiring our HQ building sometime this year. If all 
pull their financial weight, this CAN be done! 


£1,000 
All contributions should be marked ‘Headquarters 


Fund’ and sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


GET NEW BOOK IN YOUR LIBRARY! 


JOHN TYNDALL’S book, The Eleventh 
Hour, is enjoying considerable popularity 
and attracting widespread interest ever since 
its publication in July. Already some orders 
for the book have come in from public 
libraries, and these are most welcome. The 
orders are almost certainly the result of local 


Warning to readers 


During the first half of September there 
will be a little disruption in our office. As a 
result, some readers may receive renewal 
notices after they have paid their subs. 
Please bear with us in this. The matter will 
be put right and the renewals will not 
continue the following month. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 
British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 36p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £4.30 (British Isles) or 
£5.75 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:-_ 


10 copies £2.00 : + 49p post 
25 copies £4.50 + £1.60 post 
50 copies £8.00 +, £2.00 post 
100 copies £14.00 + £2.65 post 
150 copies £20.00 -+ £2.90 post 
200 copies £25.00 .+ £3.25 post 
300 copies £35.00 + £3.75 post 
400 copies £44.00 .+ £4.75 post 
500 copies £53.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £103.00 )by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries conceming British 
Nationalist totally separate from other’ 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. | = 
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supporters going to their libraries and asking 
for the book. These supporters have set an 
cxcellent example to others, who should do 
the same thing. Of course it does not mean 
that every request for the book will be 
successful, or that the book, once it appears 
on library shelves, will necessarily stay there. 


However, even if the book should be stocked 


by some libraries and then later removed after 
pressure from the usual people, some people 
will have seen it and we could get some useful 
publicity from the big row that is likely to 
ensue when our familiar democratic ‘censors’ 
get to work! 

For guidance to all those who are seeking to 
get their libraries to order The Eleventh 
Hour, the book costs £10 for the paperback 
edition (the edition libraries will most likely 
order) and £15 for the hardback edition. The 
book is published by Albion Press, PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. The ISBN nos. are, 
for the paperback edition: 0 9513686 0 5, and 
for the hardback edition: 0 9513686 1 3. 

We thank in advance those who will be 
approaching their libraries spreading the 
message, and we look forward to seeing the 
orders rolling in! 


WHY MULTI-CULTURALISM 


CANNOT WORK 
(Contd. from page 12) 


are, but that which you go and watch at the 
theatre. Britain will soon become totally 
submerged in this libertarian ethic unless 
British Whites begin to realise that their real 
wealth lies, as it has always done, in their 
white culture and nation. Happiness for white 
and non-white alike does not lie in liberal 


_ diatribes, such as ‘multi-culturalism’ 


JOHN TYNDALL made a brief tour of the 


` North at the end of last month, speaking at 


two meetings in Manchester and Leeds and 
liaising with local leaders in both areas. At the 
Manchester meeting, which took place on 
Friday, July 29th, an audience of about 40 
were present, nearly all of them local 


' members. David Bruce and John Tyndall 


gave talks on party activities and the need to 
step up party propaganda. At the Leeds 
meeting, which took place the following 
afternoon, about 65-70 were present, 
including delegations from other parts of the 
North of England. Tim Hepple, Stanley 
Clayton-Garnett and John Tyndall gave talks 


on activities and propaganda. 


The good attendance at spirit noticeable at 


both meetings signalled a welcome revival in 


party morale in the North, where for some 
months previously it had not been at the 
highest level. | 

In consultation with the Yorkshire 
leadership, plans were made for the coming 
Remembrance Day activities in the region 
next November. Of this, more information 


anon. 

John Tyndall’s book The Eleventh Hour 
was on display at both meetings for the first 
time, and sales were extremely brisk. 


ERROR 


LAST MONTH, in making an activity report, we 
said that BNP activists had visited ‘Liss’ in East 
Anglia. This was incorrect: Liss is in fact in 
Hampshire. The correct name of the town in 
question was Diss, which is Norfolk. We are sorry 
for this howler! 


OPPORTUNITY KNOCKS 
| (Contd. from page 13) 


should be circularised informing him or her of 
the proposed changes and the new new roles 


‘that probation officers will be required to 


play. Those not prepared to do so should be 
required to sign and return a form saying so. 
They should then be retired from the Service. 
At the same time, recruiting should then 
begin with a view to enlisting the new breed 
of officer that the Probation Service needs. 

It should be remembered, too, that not all 
those on the Bench will be heart and soul 
behind the new proposals, so judicial officers 
should be circularised in the same way and 
invited to indicate if the new proposals 
conflict with their views. Those not prepared 
to support the new measures should forthwith 
and with all due dignity and decorum be 
retired. | 

If Caliban is to be driven back into his cave, 


resolute new measures are essential. A 


ruthless approach to the violent lout is now 
needed. If government genuinely desires to 
solve the problem of public violence, then the 
essential first step is to remodel the Probation 
Service and reform the Bench. There is now a 
heaven-sent chance to do both these things. 
Let us not let the opportunity slip, for it is 
unlikely to return. 


SUCCESSFUL GATHERINGS IN 
MANCHESTER AND LEEDS 


Tyndall visit 
welcome boost to 
northern activists 


Photos by Harry C. Martin 


Contact your 
local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the local 
addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 


PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromiey 
PO Box 212, Bromley, Kent BR1 4JP 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


LOUGHTON 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 3BU 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


WIRRAL 
PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


WEST YORKSHIRE 
PO Box BR 10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE 
PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 


CLEVELAND 7 
PO Box 67, Middlesborough TS1 4YY” 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has. units in Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, 
Brierley Hill (West Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, 
Nottingham, North Nottinghamshire, Bolton & 
Bury, Warrington, Halifax, Wakefield, 

' Sheffield, Darlington, Sunderland and Cumbria. 
If you want to make contact with any of these 
units, or start a new unit, please write to BNP 
Head Office at PO Box 446, London SE23.2LS.: 


rn R C 


Leeds meeting: John Tyndall speaks (above); Stanley Clayton-Garnett makes a point 
(below) 
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FORRGHIOPFICE COVERSIR:: 
ON KATYN 


As Moscow prepares to admit Soviet guilt, British 
Government refuses to do so, reports JAMES THURGOOD 


THE FOREIGN OFFICE has caused 
uproar among the Polish community in 
Britain for sustaining a cover-up concern- 
ing the true source of guilt for the infamous 
Katyn Forest massacre that was 
discovered in World War II. 

Recently, as part of glasnost, the new 
Soviet Government of Mr. Gorbachev has 
been making noises which indicate that it is 
prepared to consider that the massacre could 
have been perpetrated by the Russians on the 
orders of Stalin, instead of by the Nazis, as 
has been maintained in official Soviet 
propaganda up till now. » 

This would hardly be surprising, as the 
overwhelming weight of evidence gathered 
by historians, most of thein committed ‘anti- 
nazis’, is that the 14,000 Polish officers 
murdered at Katyn were in fact done to death 
by the Russians. 

Extraordinarily, however, our own 
Foreign Office, in the face of this evidence, is 
not prepared to admit even the probability of 
Soviet guilt. In a recent statement on behalf of 
the FO in reply to a parliamentary question, 
the FO Minister Lord Glenarthur, declared 
the evidence of Soviet guilt ‘inconclusive’. 
Lord Glenarthur said: ‘‘None of the studies to 
date has produced conclusive evidence of 
responsibility.’’ 

Such an assertion goes directly against the 
findings of a United States Congress 
Commission of Enquiry, as well as being 
contradicted by the private views of Foreign 
Office officials recorded just after the mass 
grave at Katyn was discovered. 

In fact, there was seldom any doubt, even 
at the time of the discovery, that the Soviets 
were responsible. Official British policy, 
however, was to blame the Germans, as 
Russia was then our ‘ally’ in World War II. 

Just why the Government, speaking 


through the Foreign Office, should still now 
refuse to acknowledge that the official line 
taken by its predecessor in the war was a false 
one is an interesting question. Quite possibly, 
what is feared is that such an admission that 
government lied to the British public during 
the war would open a Pandora’s box of doubt, 
out of which would jump many other war 
propaganda claims that would not bear close 
examination. The official historical record of 
that period, after all, is that it was the Ministry 
of Dr. Goebbels that did all the lying in the 


war, while British leaders always told their. 


people the truth. Perhaps the present 
Government, even 40-odd years afterwards, 
considers that it would not be healthy for 
‘democracy’ were there to be an extensive re- 
examination of this assumption. If 
Churchill’s war Government lied about 
Katyn, how many other things did it lie 
about? The question is one that undoubtedly 
would frighten many people — people who 
have a vested interest in keeping the official 
record as it is. It seems that in the matter of 
glasnost Mrs. Thatcher’s Government is way 
behind that of Mr. Gorbachev! 


Katyn: workers dig up bodies from mass graves 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS | 
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